106.   POLES ASUNDER
The debate in the Assembly and the Council of State affords
the clearest possible justification for my distrust of the Govern-
ment and, therefore, any round table conference at the present
moment.1 The Government supporters consider the Congress
demands to be impossible and repression to be the only way pos-
sible to put down non-co-operation. If I believed the Congress
demands to be impossible and the use of force to be justifiable for
putting down the pursuit of impossible idealss I should also
vote with the Government. I have, therefore, no difficulty about
understanding and even appreciating the attitude of the Govern-
ment and its supporters.
But I oppose the Government and thoroughly distrust it, be-
cause I so thoroughly understand its attitude. India can never
attain freedom by going along the route the Government will
take her.
Let us see.
Why is the Khilafat demand impossible? All that the
Congress asks in effect is that the Government of India and the
Imperial Government, if they wish to retain the people's co-
operation, should work with them in getting the demands fulfill-
ed. They should, therefore, perform that part of the obligation
which rests with them, and vigorously prosecute the rest as if it
was their own grievance. What will the Imperial Government
do if France were to attempt to deprive England of Dover, and
India were secretly to help France or openly to show indifference
or hostility to England's struggle to retain Dover? Can Indians
be expected to sit idle when the Khilafat is vivisected?
What is impossible about the Punjab demand? Why do
they talk about the legalities of the case? If they will take care
1 The following are excerpts from the report of this debate in India in
1921-22: " . . . The Delhi session of the Indian Legislature began in the
middle of January . . . Among the most dramatic debates of the session was that
initiated in the Legislative Assembly on Mr. Iswar Saran's motion for the im-
mediate abandonment of the so-called "repressive" policy of Government. , , On
the Government side, Sir William Vincent and Dr. Sapru made convincing
and forceful speeches , , , Bath the original motion and various amendments
to it were decisively negatived. The Council of State endorsed the Assembly's
approval of the policy of the Executive by rejecting a motion for a session of
the two Houses to settle the lines of a round table conference ..."